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There are diverse opinions in the scientific literature concerning the identities of the ostracod taxa T 
scabrocuneata (Brady, 1880) and T lytteltonensis Harding & Sylvester-Bradley, 1953. With reference to 
the articles of the International Code of Zoological Nomenclature (4th Edition), the nomenclature action of 
Harding and Sylvester-Bradley, 1953 stabilised the species T scabrocuneata (Brady, 1880) by the desig-
nation of a lectotype, which also stabilized the type locality for this species. The establishment of the 
species name T lytteltonensis by Harding and Sylvester-Bradley, 1953 is also in accord with the articles of 
the International Code of Zoological Nomenclature (4th Edition, 1999). 
DIFFERING opinions concerning the identity of the 
ostracod species Trachyleberis scabrocuneata 
(Brady, 1880), and the similar species Trachyleberis 
lytteltonensis Harding & Sylvester-Bradley, 1953 
have been expressed in the recent scientific literature 
(i.e. Warne & Whatley 1996; Jellinek & Swanson 
2003). This short note reviews these taxonomic is-
sues in the context of relevant articles of the Interna-
tional Code of Zoological Nomenclature (4th Edition) 
(ICZN 1999). 
EARLY DESCRIPTIONS 
The species Cythere scabrocuneata was first de-
scribed by G.S. Brady in 1880. Illustrations of this 
species in Brady's (1880) monograph occur in pI. 17 
(figs 5a-f) and pI. 23 (figs 2a-c). As observed by var-
ious authors (Puri 1953; Warne & Whatley 1996; 
Jellinek & Swanson 2003), the specimens illustrated 
on these two Brady (1880) plates cannot be recog-
nized as belonging to the same species. Partly as a 
consequence of the subsequent designation of a lec-
totype (see discussion below), a loose concept for the 
carapace morphology of Trachyleberis scrabro-
cuneata s.l. has mostly become established around 
Brady's (1880) illustratiQns on pI. 17, figs 5a-f (for 
further discussion see Warne & Whatley 1996). 
As noted by Puri (1953) and others, the original 
material that Brady (1880) used in his initial descrip-
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tion of this species came from three separate locali-
ties - Bass Strait, Australia, Inland Sea, Japan and 
Wellington Harbour, New Zealand (only the Inland 
Sea, Japan material is known to have survived -
Harding & Sylvester-Bradley, 1953). At the time of 
Brady's (1880) publication, no single 'type' speci-
men (i.e. holotype) was designated for this species, 
although an effective 'type series' still exists within 
the Challenger Expedition collections of the British 
Museum (Natural History) (now Natural History 
Museum, London). In a later publication, Brady 
(1898) also referred specimens from Lyttelton Har-
bour, New Zealand to the species T. scabrocuneata 
(Brady, 1880), and based his description of the genus 
Trachyleberis on these specimens. 
AN INITIAL REVIEW AND A 
CONTRARY REVIEW 
Sylvester-Bradley (1948) re-described some of 
Brady's (1880) original Challenger Collection mate-
rial of T. scabrocuneata from the Inland Sea, Japan 
(Station 233b, 14 fathoms, latitude 34020' N; longi-
tude 1330 35' E). Sylvester-Bradley (1948) desig-
nated five 'paratypes' for Cythere scabrocuneata 
Brady, 1880, although as no lectotype was desig-
nated in this publication (and as Brady's original spe-
cies concept probably included more than one 
species), the unstable taxonomic status of this spe-
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cies remained. Sylvester-Bradley (1948) also noted 
that specimens attributed by Brady and Norman 
(1889) to Cythere scabrocuneata Brady, 1880 belong 
to a distinct species from the 'paratype' specimens of 
T scabrocuneata he so designated from the Inland 
Sea, Japan. 
Puri (1953) considered that because Brady's 
(1880) original specimens of Trachyleberis scabro-
cuneata were of two species, and that neither was 
identical to Sylvester-Bradley's (1948) 'paratypes' 
(from the Inland Sea, Japan), that it seemed best to 
take Brady's (1898) specimens (from Lyttelton Har-
bour, New Zealand) as the actual 'genotypes' (puri, 
January 1953). In expressing this view, Puri, was in 
effict suggesting that Brady's (1898) specimens from 
Lyttelton Harbour, New Zealand, should be chosen to 
represent the type series of Trachyleberis scabro-
cuneata, even though he (Puri 1953) was unaware at 
the time if these specimens were still in existence. Pu-
ri's (1953) 'suggestion' that the type series of T scab-
rocuneata include only material from Lyttelton 
Habour, N.Z. does not accord with the original Chal-
lenger Expedition collection material (syntypes) used 
by Brady (1880) to establish Cythere scabrocuneata, 
and thus does not appear to have legitimacy within 
the context of the subsequently published Article 
72.1.1 of the International Code of Zoological No-
menclature (4th Edition) (ICZN 1999) - which de-
fines the initial establishment collection as relevant to 
the 'type series' concept. In sum, Puri's (1953) contri-
bution does not include an ICZN nomenclature act 
(i.e. valid fixation of a name-bearing type) that stabi-
lizes the species T scabrocuneata (Brady, 1880). 
THE STABILIZATION REVIEW 
Harding and Sylvester-Bradley, (February, 1953) 
nominated one lectotype for Trachyleberis scabro-
cuneata (Brady, 1880) from Brady's original Chal-
lenger Expedition collection housed within the 
British Museum (Natural History). This lectotype 
(various components of which are mounted on slides 
B.M.1952.12.10.1 and 2) came from the Inland Sea 
of Japan (Station 233b, 14 fathoms, latitude 34° 20' 
N; longitude 133° 35' E). This nomenclature act by 
Harding and Sylvester-Bradley (1953) stabilized the 
species T scabrocuneata (Article 74.1 of the Inter-
national Code of Zoological Nomenclature, 4th Edi-
tion - see 74.1.1, 74.l.2, 74.1.3 (ICZN 1999)) and 
stabilized the type locality (Article 76.2 ofICZN, 4th 
Ed.). Given that the contributions of Sylvester-Brad-
ley (1948) and Puri (1953) either do not include no-
menclature acts that have a retrospective validity 
under the ICZN, and/or do not include nomenclature 
acts that stabilized the species T. scabrocuneata 
(Brady 1880), the nomenclature act of Harding and 
Sylvester-Bradley (1953, designation of a lectotype) 
has precedence with respect to the determination of 
the name-bearing type for this species. Of note, Syl-
vester-Bradley and Harding (1954) confirmed that 
the material figured as T scabrocuneata in Sylvester-
Bradley (1948) and Harding and Sylvester-Bradley 
(1953) was from Brady's original 1880 Challenger 
Expedition collection (Inland Sea of Japan). Of fur-
ther note, Sylvester-Bradley and Harding (1954) also 
specifically indicated that the specimens of T scab-
rocuneata illustrated in Sylvester-Bradley (1948) 
and Harding and Sylvester-Bradley (1953) are the 
same as some of the specimens used by Brady (1880) 
for the establishment of this species (i.e. part of the 
'type series' as defined by Article 73.2 of the Inter-
national Code of Zoological Nomenclature, 4th Edi-
tion,ICZN 1999 - see 73.2.1). 
RELEVANCE OF SUBSEQUENT REVIEWS 
Puri and Hulings (1976) reported that the lectotype 
of Harding and Sylvester-Bradley (1953) was lost, 
although Ikeya and Compton (1983) later suggested 
that this might not be correct. Puri and Hulings 
(1976) illustrated a topotype from Brady's original 
Inland Sea, Japan Challenger Expedition collection. 
This was the first good SEM illustration of 'shell' 
material attributed to Trachyleberis scabrocuneata 
(Brady 1880). Warne and Whatley (1996) designated 
this topotype as a neotype, as up until this point there 
was no good SEM illustrations of Harding and Syl-
vester-Bradley'S lectotype, there was significant con-
fusion concerning the identity of this species, and 
they were under the mistaken belief that the lecto-
type specimen had been lost (following from the 
comments of Puri and Hulings, 1976). Jellinek and 
Swanson (2003) found and re-illustrated Harding 
and Sylvester-Bradley's (1953) lectotype specimen 
of T scabrocuneata. Thus, the neotype designated by 
Warne and Whatley (1996) was put aside as the type 
specimen as priority lies with the rediscovered lecto-
type (Article 75.8 of the International Code of Zoo-
logical Nomenclature, 4th Edition, ICZN 1999). 
Jellinek and Swanson (2003), as part of their dis-
cussion on the identity of T scabrocuneata (Brady) 
and T lytteltonensis Harding & Sylvester-Bradley, 
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state the following. 'In accordance with the nomen-
clature rules, and because there is a clear need to 
eliminate the confusion ... , the present authors agree 
entirely with Puri (1953) who indicated that, disre-
garding whatever Brady meant by his 1880 taxon 
Cythere scabtocuneata, only his (Brady's) 1898 
specimens from Lyttelton Harbour can be typical for 
Trachyleberis and the type for Trachyleberis scabro-
cuneata.' (Jellinek & Swanson 2003: 22). It is the 
view expressed here that Jellinek and Swanson 
(2003) were incorrect in their opinion concerning the 
identity of Trachyleberis scabrocuneata for the fol-
lowing reasons. The issue of the identity of Trachyle-
beris scabrocuneata rests purely on the type (i.e. 
lectotype) unless a contrary case is put to the Inter-
national Commission of Zoological Nomenclature -
the one way such a case would prevail is if the Brady 
1880 name was not used in the scientific literature 
during the last fifty years (ICZN, 4th Ed., Article 
23.9.1), which is clearly not the situation (see discus-
sion above). With regard to Brady's 1898 specimens 
from Lyttelton Harbour, Harding and Sylvester-Bra-
dley (1953) were correct to give these a new name 
(Trachyleberis lytteltonensis) given that these were 
clearly a different species from the surviving speci-
mens used in the establishment of the species name 
Cythere scabrocuneata Brady, 1880 (including the 
lectotype). One cannot disregard Brady's (1880) 
name and concept (irrespective of uncertainties) if 
(1) the lectotype exists and (2) the name sensu Brady 
(1880) has been used in the scientific literature dur-
ing the last 50 years. Further, ICZN Article 49 con-
cerning misidentified species appears to apply to 
Jellinek and Swanson's (2003) opinion concerning 
Brady's 1898 specimens from Lytteiton Harbour. 
This article indicates that a previously established 
species name wrongly applied to a different species 
because of misidentification cannot be used as an 
available name for that (misidentified) taxon (ICZN, 
4th Ed., 1999, p. 51). This ICZN article was not re-
ferred to by Jellinek and Swanson (2003) even 
though these authors recognised that the lectotype 
specimen of T scabrocuneata (Brady, 1880) from 
the Inland Sea, Japan was of a different species to 
Brady's (1898) originally so named specimens from 
Lyttelton Harbour, New Zealand. 
CONCLUSIONS 
The identity of the ostracod species Trachyleberis 
scabrocuneata (Brady, 1880) should be based on the 
lectotype specimen for this species (B.M.1952.12.1 0.1 
and 2) designated by Harding and Sylvester-Bradley 
(1953). The left and right valves of the lectotype 
specimen are well illustrated by Jellinek and Swan-
son (2003: pI. 5, figs 3a-d). The identity of the ostra-
cod species Trachyleberis lytteltonensis Harding & 
Sylvester-Bradley, 1953 should be based on the hol-
otype specimen (B.M. 1952.12.9.1) designated for 
this species (Harding & Sylvester-Bradley 1953: 
pI. 1, figs 1,2: pI. 2, figs, 1,2). The types of both 
these species are housed in the Natural History Mu-
seum, London. 
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